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On account of jn1 29 — N1 92"TR

OVERVIEW

103 °27 rules that if NYAY owes 123X money and "2 owes NYNY money, JAIRI can
collect his debt directly from "%, and ™% cannot claim that you have no business
with me. N901N rules according to 1.
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The ruling is according to 3n1 ' for 821 in 7¥w %> P72 could not establish his
ruling only according to 1''9; this is -
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Regarding the dispute between X291 %°28 whether a lender collects his debt
retroactively or not, and we have established that the rule is like 829 whenever
he argues with *2x except for the six disputes known as a"ap %"y~
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And initially the n'2 wanted to say that the 75%7 is not like 1", and then he
retracted (and agreed that the 71977 is 1"13),° and there is no need to expound on
this issue here.

! X271 maintains that when a m¥» collects his debt from the m? it is considered as if it came into the possession of the
M9 (only) at the time when he actually collected it (not like *»ax who maintains 721 X7 v19n? that if the Mo
collected something from the m? it is considered as if the m>n owned it from the time of the loan [so according to
»ax if the 7121 sold or was w>Tpn this item before he eventually collected it from the 72, the 771°9n and wp7 are
effective, and X211 disagrees]).

% The ®7na there cites a Xn™12 which states if 129%7 sold a field to waw with n1anR (if the field should be taken away
from 1¥nw for any reason 2187 will reimburse 1wnw), however 1Wwnw did not pay for the field and j21%7 considered it
a loan that nwnw owes 1211, After 12 died (and 1wnw still did not pay his loan) the 779 of J12187 came to collect
the field from 1%Wnw (which was 723wn to his loan) and 1Wnw gave this M7 the money which he owed to 72187 (and
kept the field). The &n>12 rules that the 2°»n° can claim that you had no right to give the money to the m>n for the
money is P?v7un and they are not 7av1wn to the M7», and as far as your right to nvanx goes, there is no NPnX
because our father 1211 left us no ¥pp only 1°2u7vn which are not 72y1wn to your n»nx, therefore you still owe us
the money for the field (which was made into a loan). X217 stated that 1'wnw can give them the ¥p7p back as payment
for their loan (from j23%7) and then he can claim it back since he bought his field n1anxa. The X3 asks if we
assume 7121 X7 vI9n? this is understood since it is considered as if 723X received this field at the time of the
sale/loan and the 0°»n° inherited ¥pp from which 1%Wnw can demand his n1"InX, if however 7213 X7 X279 1897, it is
as if the om0’ just bought ¥p7p and there is no 7T2vw on this ¥pp. The X3 answered that according to 10127 it is
understood for Nynw owes the money (to 121X7) and YnY is owed money (by 727 for the N1 nR), therefore he can
retain the field, v">»v.

? This acronym stands for Xn¥7 "3 ,7X"22 1001 KOW PWITR ,12Kn 797 M9 5001 R Y1919 oM TV LNV KOW WIS
0°¥272 MP°21 K M ,Rwa2. In these six disputes (only) the 713717 is like »ax against X2

* Since in order to justify X217 we need the ruling of 1" this proves that we follow the ruling of 1".

> See w"x17 Moo for the reason.

% See “Thinking it over’.
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SUMMARY
We rule like 1".

THINKING IT OVER

mooIn proves that the 71997 is 1"13 from the 8773 in 2°nos.” Why could not mooin
prove that the 713777 is "1 from our &3 which states that 21 ¥p9p 1% X 2"n that
1"777 2120119 1Y Pamd and no one argues on this 1°7? This would seem to be a
more conclusive proof!®

7 See footnote # 6.
¥ See »"xon.



